Under the assumption of symmetric four zero texture for fermion mass matrices in SO (10) 
is known to reproduce very beautifully all the experimental data of m τ , m µ , m e as well as m b , m s , m d [7, 8] . On the other hand, M U is related to M ν D , which is not directly connected to neutrino experiments no definite configuration has been found so far. Here we show the following option reproduces two large mixings at the same time, which uniqely determines neutrino Dirac mass matrix as
For the right-handed Majorana mass matrix, to which only 126 Higgs field couples, we assume the following option consistently with M U :
Then from Eq. (7), we get
Since the order of the parameters in the above Eq. (14) are a << b ≤ c << 1, we recognize that the first term of the 3-2 element, −3ac r , must be of order 1 in order to get large mixing angle θ µτ , so we here take
This is almost the same situation as discussed by Kugo, Yoshioka and one of the present authors [9] . This tiny value of r is very welcome [9] ; the right-handed Majorana mass of the third generation must become of the order of GUT scale while those of the first and second generations are of order 10 8 GeV. This is quite favorable for the GUT scenario to reproduce the bottom-tau mass ratio.
Up to here the situation is quite trivial in a sense; one arbitrary parameter r has been chosen so as to reproduce the large mixing angle θ µτ . Now the problem is whether it naturally reproduces another mixing angle θ eµ . At this stage we have no arbitrary parameter to adjust the mass ratios or mixing angles. Under such condition, M ν is approximately written as 
through which M ν is deformed as follows
with
Then we further diagonalize the 2 ×2 matrix of the 1-2 block of Eq. (18) by rotating
with the rotating angle
and mass eigenvalues
Finally we get the following approximate form for the rest small rotating angle,
Leaving details in a separate paper [10], we demonstrate how we can predict neutrino masses and mixings; all the neutrino information are determined in terms of
sin
from which the following equations are derived
This indecates that tan 2 2θ eµ is smaller by a factor 9mc mt than tan 2 2θ µτ . Intersting enough is that once we know the atmospheric and solar neutrino experiments, U e3 is predicted without any ambiguity coming from the up-quark masses at GUT scale;
which is independent of the uncertainty especially coming from the value, m t , at GUT scale.
Next the neutrino masses are given by
where the renormalization factor (∼ Among them m t is the most sensitive parameter. Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 show the dependence of the resultant values of θ µτ and θ eµ on m t , respectively. From Fig. 1 m t is found to be larger than 90 GeV and from Fig. 2 the lower bound is m t = 170 GeV.
With this bound for m t (170 − 320 GeV) we can predict the values of U e3 ,
from Fig. 3 . We hope this can be checked by experiment in near future JHF-Kamioka long-base line [12] , the sensitivity of which is reported as |U e3 | ≃ 0.04 at 90 % C.L..
If we further expect Hyper-Kamiokande (|U e3 | < 10 −2 ) [13] , we can completely check whether such symmetric texture model can survive or not. In conclusion we list a set of typical values of neutrino masses and mixings at m t ≃ 240 GeV;
with m R = 2 × 10 15 GeV and rm R = 10 8 GeV, which correspond to the Majorana mass for the third generation and those of the second and first generations, respectively.
Remark that, once the scale of right-handed Majorana mass matrix, r, is determined so as for the mixing angle of atmospheric neutrino to become maximal, the same vale r well reproduces the ratio of the mass differences ∆m 2 µτ to ∆m 2 eµ . We add two comments. First, one might suspect that we may always reproduce any desired neutrino mass matrix by adjusting the parameters appearing in M R , namely we can take
However this is not actually true if the mass matrix M U is of such hierarchical structure as those coming from the famous anomalous U(1). We shall show this in a separate paper [10] , where other options of Eq. (11) are fully investigated to confirm that only the option adopted in this paper can reproduce the two large mixing angles. Second, our scenario is quite differnt from those starting from the assumption that the large mixing angles observed in neutrino oscillation data comes from the charged lepton mass matrix; one might predict some relations of neutrino mixing angles to down quark information [14] , but we would no more predict the absolute vales of neutrino masses, which indeed needs the information of M ν . Our scenario, if it is indeed true, can predict without any ambiguity even for the order-one coefficients. The remarkable results are obtained really thanks to the power of GUT. 
